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Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell. 

I am,,writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Geoffrey Peck 
3075 Marston Way 
San Jose, CA 95148 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive matkrt for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. ?his will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues LL broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to makr an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my right5 at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &@tal television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

James Michdslu 
4 Brae Burn Court 
Saint Charles, MO 63303 
USA 
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October I I ,  2003 

ChsLman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communicetions Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wsuhington, D.C. 20554 

Deer Michael Powell, 

I am m i h g  to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated sdoption of "brosdesst f la~" technology for digital telcviiion. M a consumer 
and citizen, I feel strongly that such s policy would be bad for hovation, consumer righb, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive mnrket for consumer electronics must be rooted in mnnufacturen' ability to innovste for their customers. dowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will emble the studios to tell technologists what new producb they can 
creste. This will result in products that don't necessdy reflect what consumen We me sctudy want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior h c t i c n d t y  

lfthe FCC issuen s broadcsst flng mandste, I would actually bc leis Uely to maLe an invesbncnt in DTV-cspablc receivsn and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my ri&hts at the behest of Hollywood. Plesse do not mandste broadcast tlag 
technology for digital television. S h d  you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Ken Engel 
601 O ~ ~ v s t t  Dnve 
Berkeley, CA 94705 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatbns Commlsslon 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrnlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast ring" technology for dlgltal televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cltlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturer3 ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlan equlpment wlll eneble the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broedcastflag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your the.  

Slncerely, 

Rlck Avant 
1341 1 Wakewood Dr. 
San Antonlo, TX 78233 
USA 
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Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell. 

I am wrklng to volce my opposklon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
Consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon or DN. 

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronbs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and Other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlceo that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgkal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Omar Sham1 
160 West 800 South #9 
Payoon, UT 84651 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell. 

I am wrklng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltpl televlslon. As a 
consumer and cklren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlen of DN. 

A robust. competlttve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllRy to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studios to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recetvers 
and other equlpment. I WIII not pay more for devlces that hit my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Blll Rlckords 
8010 Westlakes 
Wlchlta KS 67205 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 9:46:01 PM. 10/11/03 5413023099 . 

October 11, 2003 

Chrlrman Michael K. Powell 
Fedeml Comrnunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal telwlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a poky would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DlV. 

A robust, cempetltive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor funalonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal telwlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Geoffrey Lee 
2651 N Kennedy St 
Orange, CA 92865 
USA 
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October 11. 2 0 0 3  

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 
A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely. 

Benjamin Powell 
8951 Hubbard St 63 
Culver City, CA 90232 
USA 

I 
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October 11, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dtgital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, m d  the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumet electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologtsts what new products they c m  create. ?his will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my ights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Jamer hggr 
557 Creekview Drive 
Pelham, AL 35124 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Pawell 
Fedenl Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wasnlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology lor dlglta televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
CustomerS Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technaloglsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable reeelven 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more far devlces that llmn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgtal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Wllllom Arlofskl 
8 Joray Rd 
Sharon, CT 06069 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell. 

I am writing to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for d lgb l  television. AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, competitlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
CuStOmerS. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
What new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflectwhat consumers ll!e me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmit my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your the.  

Slncerely, 

Dan Fltzpatrlck 
678 east 44th street 
Indlanapolls, IN 46205 
USA 
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_ _  
October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for d lgb l  televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust. competlthre market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and it could renult In me belng charged more money for Inferbr 7unctbnallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelven 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghrs at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Scott Merrlll 
26 Olentangy St 
Columbus, OH 43202 
USA 
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Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology ror dlgltnl televlslon. As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a DOIICY would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate _ .  , .  
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlan equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create. Thls will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually went, and t could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalky. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelven 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your t h e .  

Slncerely, 

Plan berkner 
1460 qulnlan aye. 3. 
Lakeland, MN 55043 
USA 
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Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington, D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely 

Jim Eubanks. Jr. 
2923 Bay Street 
Gulf Breeze, FL 32563 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me beinq charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

David Trest 
PO Box 1662 
Edmond, OK 73083 
USA 
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Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I nm miting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mnndsted sdoption of "broadcant flag" technology for digital television. h B mniumer 
and c i h n .  I feel strongly thst such a policy would be bsd for innovation, consumer rights, and the u l h a t e  adoption of D N .  

A roburt competitive muket for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customen. Allowing 
movie iludios to veto festurem of DN-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologisto what new produob they can 
create. Thin will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers We me 0ctUaUy want, and it could result in me bein8 
chnged more money for infedor functionnliiy 

If the FCC insues a broadcast flng mandate, I would nctudy be less likely to m& an investment in DN-onpsble receiven and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my right# at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate brosdcast flag 
technology for digital television. shank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Michsel Peterson 
4105 W Rochelle Rd 
I&& TX 75062 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell 

I am,,writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation,  consume^ rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

John Christensen 
330 W. Diversey 
0'1002 
0' 1002 
Chicago, IL 60657 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chnlrman Mlchaei K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am writlng to voice my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal telwlslon. As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoption of D N .  

A robust, compettlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abliky to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result in products that don't neeessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment in DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Sabrlna Patka 
1095 Prouty Way 
San Jose, CA 95129 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrmin Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglta televlslon. AS a 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innowtlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competltbe market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manulacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment will enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and k could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallh/. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recebers 
and other equlpment. I WIII not pay more for dwlces that llmk my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your the.  

Slncerely, 

Matthew Jones 
425 James Ave. 
Mansfleld, OH 44907 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Pawell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrklng to volce my OppoSItlOn to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgtal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cklzen, I ?eel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adeptlon el DTV. 

A robust, competklve market?or consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually Want, and if could result In me belng charged more money for lnlerlor functlonallty. 

I? the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receh'ers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast ?lag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Mlchael Moles 

Foe Lauderdale, FL 33316 
757 SE 17th St. #281 

USA 
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_ _  
October 11, 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell ' 

Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am,,writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 
A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely 

Douglas MacIntyre 
1507 S Duke St 
Vork. PA 17403 
USA 
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October 1 1, 2003 

Chilrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrklng to volce my oppositlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a POIICY would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competklve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recebers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for dwlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Jody Bruchon 
116 Mldway Drbe 
Hlllsborough, NC 27278 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chlirman Michd  IC Powell 
Federd Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I a m  writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for &&tal 
television. As a consumer and cihzen, I feel strongly that such P policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their Customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the SWdiO5 to 
tell technologists what new products they can create, ?his will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers l i b  me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functiondicy. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would acmally be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telcvirion. ?hank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

John Trapasso 
6 Salem Dr 
Greensburg, PA 15601 
USA 
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October i 1,2003 

C h k n a n  Michael K. Powell 
Federal CommuniceCicns Commission 
445 12th Sweet, NW 
Weshington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am miting to voice my opponition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "brcsdcast flag" technology for digital television. As s consumer 
and cicizen. I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for inncvstion, consumer rights, and the ulrimate sdopticn of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for ccnsuner electronics must be rooted in mnnufacturen' ability to innovnte for their customeri. Allowing 
movie shldios to veto fentureu of DTV-reception equipment will enable the shldios tc tell technologists whnt new producb they can 
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect whst ccnsumers like me schldy want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior fmctionnlity 

lfthc FCC imsues n broadcast flsg mandste, I would achldy bc less likely to make M invesbnent in DTV-cspable recciven and other 
equipment. I will not pny more for devices that h i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Plewe do not mandate brcadcsit flng 
technology for digital television. Tnnn!i you for your rime. 

Sincerely, 

Benjamin Benign0 
916 Magnclin St 
Lake Jacluon, TX 77566 
USA 


